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'he who supplants'], my erstwhile PhD student who I count as a friend -up until now, at least!). I immediately apologize for this indiscrete deviation from the scholarly mystique of dispassionate impersonality. In a gesture of entente, requiring the loose talk of critical analysis to be restrained by the buttoned-up norms of institutional theory, I will avoid any further improper, overly transparent declarations.
In many ways, Professor Lok's 'Why (And How) Institutional Theory Can Be Critical' expresses my core argument more cogently and forcefully than I did. He also gently chides me for claiming and perpetuating the distinctive, emancipatory monopoly of critical analysis that he associates with its 'continued marginalization' (all single quotes are taken from Lok, 2017 in press) . I I am urged to 'resist' and 'traverse' the fantasy of 'wholeness' by contributing to 'creat[ing] the conditions of possibility for a more productive symbiotic relationship between (small 'c') critical institutional theory and (big 'C') Critical
[T]heory'. My initial response is to say that I eagerly await the development of this 'symbiotic relationship' as I strain to discern signs of such a mutation and, F o r P e e r R e v i e w 2 relatedly, struggle to detect evidence of such 'productiveness' amongst exponents of the (North American) Hydra-like variant of institutional theory (IT) that is the focus of our exchange. In what follows, I offer a response to Professor Lok's counter-proposition -that Institutional Theory (IT) can be critical. I broadly follow the sequence of his essay but adopt a streamlined format, and keeping references to a bare minimum, in order to make the most of the available space.
1. Grand Challenges. Institutional theorists have indeed widened their range of concerns to address "grand challenges" -such as income inequality and poverty alleviation. However, many approaches, conservative as well as radical, examine such "grand" issues. Attentiveness is not a persuasive indicator of a commitment to critique and/or to facilitate a transformation of relations of domination, oppression, exploitation, etc.
Recent interest in "grand challenges" by exponents of IT might be more plausibly attributed to other concerns -such as a desire to make IT less irrelevant and/or (even) more all-conquering.
2. Conservative Pedigree. In common with critical forms of analysis (e.g. 3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16  17  18  19  20  21  22  23  24  25  26  27  28  29  30  31  32  33  34  35  36  37  38  39  40  41  42  43  44  45  46  47  48  49  50  51  52  53  54  55  56  57  58  59 However, that does not mean, or imply, that reality is equivalent, or reducible, to our accounts of it. To the contrary, the partiality of our accounts is recurrently dis-closed by the "constitutive lack" -the Real, in Lacanian terms -that unsettles or "queers" claims to objectivity -notably, by the (often unwelcome) recognition that scientific knowledge is, as Professor Lok puts it, 'politically constructed'. I therefor find it implausible to ascribe to me the view that '"Reality" may be real enough, but this is of little relevance to Critical analysis; the nature and effects of our knowledge construction about "it" is what is important'. Nor, relatedly, do I consider analyses based upon a realist ontology or, for that matter, the uses of quantitative methods in research, to be necessarily "uncritical" or conservative. As noted above (Point 2), I define critical analysis by reference to its emancipatory interest and effects, and not by its ontological or epistemological assumptions, whilst also recognizing that the existence of this interest is contested, and that its enactment can have contradictory consequences. I do believe, nonetheless, that ethicopolitical commitments are key -because it is they, rather than Reality or Method, that inform and justify such assumptions about reality and knowledge. Critical analysis is self-consciousnly political in the sense that inter alia it advances and/or critiques the performative nature and effects In conclusion, I fully concur with Professor Lok that my intervention/ provocation/ polemic has 'fallen on deaf ears', are at least has not prompted any noticeable response prior to Professor Lok's extended commentary -perhaps because, politically, it is considered astute to deprive critical analysis of the "oxygene of publicity". Muteness is also an adroit form of passive-aggressive non-affirmation. Lack of engagement with the tradition of critical/emancipatory scholarship is perhaps the most eloquent indicator of disinterest in making IT critical, at least in a form that is recognizable as critical analysis. More charitably, the reticence to speak up may be symptomatic of the difficulty of realizing a latent, closeted interest by "coming out" as critical.
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